PUBLIC COMMENTS ON DRAFT ADVISORY OPINIONS
Members of the public may submit written comments on draft advisory opinions.

DRAFT ADVISORY OPINION 2012-26 is now available for comment. It was
requested by Craig Engle, Esq., and Brett Kappel, Esq., on behalf of Cvoper for Congress
Committee, ArmaurMedia, inc., and m-Qube, Inc., and is scheduled to be discussed hy
the Commission at its public meeting on August 2, 2012. The meeting will begin at
10:00 a.m. and will be held in the 9® Flaor Hearing Room at the Federal Election
Commission, 999 E Street, NW, Washington, DC. Individuals who plan to attend the
public meeting and who require special assistance, such as sign language interpretation or
other reasonable accommodations, should contact the Commission Secretary, at (202)
694-1040, at least 72 hours prior to the meeting date.

If you wish to commerit on DRAFT ADVISORY OPINION 2012-26, please note
the following requirements:

1) Camments must be in writing, and they must be both legible and complete.

2) Comments must be submitted to the Office of the Commission Secretary by
hand delivery or fax ((202) 208-3333), with a duplicate copy submitted to the
Office of General Counsel by hand delivery or fax ((202) 219-3923).

3) Comments must be received by 5 p.m. (Eastern Time) on August 7, 2012.

4) The Commission will generally not accept comments received after the
deadiine. Requests to extend the comment peried are discouraged and
unwelcome. An extension request will be considered only if received before
the comment deadline and then only on a case-by-case basis in special
circumstances.

5) All timely received comments will be made available to the public at the
Comraission's Publio Records Office and will be posted on the Commission’s
website at http://saos.nictusa.com/saos/searchao.



REQUESTOR APPEARANCES BEFORE THE COMMISSION

The Commission has implemented a pilot program to allow advisory opinion
requestors, or their counsel, to appear before the Coanmissian to answer questions at the
opan megaiing at whieh the Commission considers the draft advisory opinion. This
program tock effect on Iuly 7, 2009.

Under the program:

1

2)

3)

4)

A requestor has an automatic right to appear before the Commission if any
public draft of the advisory opinion is made available to the requestor or
requestor’s counsel less than one week before the public meeting at which the
advisary opinion request will o considered. Under these eircumstances, no
advance wriiten notipe of intent to appear i required. This ono-week period is
shortened to three days for advisory opinines under the expediterd twenty-day
procedure in 2 U.S.C. 437f(a)(2).

A requestor must provide written notice of intent to appear before the
Commission if all public drafts of the advisory opinion are made available to
requestor or requestor's counsel at least one week before the public meeting at
which the Commission will consider the advisory opinion request. This one-
week period is shortened to three days for advisory epinians under the
expedited twenty-day prooedure in 2 U.S.C. 437f(a)(2). The notice of intent
to appear nmst be reeeived by the Office af the Commission Seeretary by
hand delivery, email (Secretary@fec.gov), or faz ((202) 208-3333), no later
than 48 haurs before the scheduled puhlic meeting. Requestors are
responsible for ensuring that the Office of the Commission Secretary receives
timely notice.

Requestors or their counsel unable to appear physically at a public meeting
may participate by telephone, subject to the Commission's technical
capabilities.

Requesteis ar their counsel whoe nppear befire the Commissian may de so
only for the liniited purpese of addressiog questions raiacd by the Commissinn
at the publie meeting. Their appearance does not guarantee that any questions
will be asked.



FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

Press inquiries: Judith Ingram
Press Officer
(202) 694-1220

Commission Secretary: Shawn Woodhead Werth
(202) 694-1040

Comment Submission Procedure:  Kevin Deeley
' Acting Associate General Counsel
(202) 694-1650
Other inquiries:

To obtain copies of documents related to Advisory Opinion 2012-26, contact the
Public Records Office at (202) 694-1120 or (800) 424-9530, or visit the Commission’s
website at http://saos.nictusa.com/saos/searchao.

ADDRESSES

Office of the Commission Secretary
Federal Election Commission

999 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

Office of General Counsel
ATTN: Kevin Deeley, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463



AGENDA DOCUMENT NO. 12-57

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

Subject:

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ]
Washington, DC 20463 ML AG -1 P b1b

August 1, 2012

AGENDA ITEM

The Commission For Meeting of §-2-10,
ooy e () ¥ SUBMITTED LATE

Kevin Decley
Acting Associate General Counsel IQ 0 Q I‘L
Amy Rothstein K

Assistant General Counsel

Theodore Lulzr‘uL_.

Attorney

Draft AO 2012-26 (Cooper for Congress Committee,
ArmourMedia, Inc., and m-Qube, Inc.)

Attached is a proposed draft of the subject advisory opinion. We have been asked
to have this draft placed on the Open Session agenda for August 2, 2012, for discussion
purposes only. No vote will occur pending the conclusion of the comment period on the
advisory opinion request. The Commission will accept comment on the request and the
draft until the close of business on Tuesday, August 7, 2012.

Attachment
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ADVISORY OPINION 2012-26
Craig Engle, Esq.
Brett G. Kappel, Esq.
Arent Fox LLP
1050 Connecticut Avenue, NW DRAFT
Washington, DC 20036-5339
Robert A. Davidson, Treasurer
Cooper for Congress
223 Rosa L. Parks Blvd. #206
Nashville, TN 37203
Dear Messrs. Engle, Kappel & Davidson:
We are responding to your advisory opinion request on behalf of Cooper for Congress
(“the Committee”), m-Qube, Inc. (“m-Qube”), and ArmourMedia, Inc., concerning the
application of the Federal Election Campaign Act (the “Act”) and Commission regulations to the
proposed receipt and processing of contributions by text message. The Commission concludes
that the proposal is consistent with the Act and Commission regulations.
Background
The facts presented in this advisory opinion are based on your letter received on July 18,
2012 and supplemental information that you provided on July 24, 2012. Certain facts have also
been incorporated from Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (Red Blue T LLC, ArmourMedia, Inc., and
m-Qube, Inc.) (“m-Qube”’) and Advisony Opinion 2010-23 (CTIA — The Wireless Association).
The Committee is the principal campaign committee of Representative Jim Cooper.
Representative Cooper is a candidate in his party’s August 2, 2012, primary election to represent

Tennessee’s Fifth Congressional District. The Committee intends to receive contributions by

text message for the primary and general elections. m-Qube is an aggregator of business-to-
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consumer messaging and merchant billing for public wireless service providers. ArmourMedia
is a political and media consulting firm that advises and represents political committees.
1. Industry Overview

Text message transactions typically involve a number of commercial entities. The
Common Short Code Administration (the “Code Administration”), a component of CTIA — The
Wireless Association, oversees the technical and operational aspects of short codes.! The Code
Administration leases short cados, administers their registration, and maintains a public database
of sbort codes, available at www.usshortoodes.com. As part of its leasing process, the Code
Administration requires that applicants provide identity information. CTIA commonly reviews
applicants to verify that an applicant’s corporate address and leadership match those in
incorporation documents and searches for any adverse regulatory or litigation history.? In
addition to leasing short codes through the Code Administration, CTIA is also responsible for
compiling and publishing industry best practices designed to protect consumers from deceptive
marketing and to preserve its members’ business interests. CTIA also assists in monitoring
compliance with these standards.

Wireless service providers are the companies from: which subscribers purchase their
mobile phane service. Cantont providers, such as the Committee, are typically vendors that use
short codes to disseminate content to, or collect infarmatian or funds from, wireless users.

Connection aggregators, such as m-Qube, link content providers, service providers,'and users

! A common short code is a five- or six-digit number to which wireless users can send text messages to access
mobile content.

% The requestors expect that, in the case of political committees, CTIA will review Commission records to verify
committee treasurers and addresses and search for adverse regulatory history. The requestors also expect that, in the
course of reviewing the Committee’s application for a short code, CTIA may contact the Committee’s treasurer,
rather than directly contact Representative Cooper.
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together. m-Qube operates direct interconnection gateways with all of the nation’s major public
wireless service providers.

Typically, a wireless user initiates a text message transaction by texting a predetermined
word or phrase to a short code. For example, in the aftermath of the 2010 earthquake in Haiti,
individuals texted the word “HAITI” to Code “90999” to make ten dollar donations to the Red
Cross. The connection aggregator then sends a reply text message that asks the user to confirm
his or her desire to eagage it the speeific transaction. Once confirmaticn has been raceived, the
user has completed the “opt-in” precess and a charge will appear an the next wireless bill
associated with that wireless user’s phone r_mmber. A wireless service provider will generally
forward payment to the connection aggregator about seven to ten days after receiving it. A
connection aggregator generally accumulates all funds designated for a specific content provider
from all wireless service providers over a 30-day period before forwarding the accumulated
funds to the content provider — in this exarpple Red Cross. Both the wireless service provider
and the connection aggregator deduct fees from the payment; thus, the amount received by the
content provider is less than the amount paid by the wireless subscriber.

Wireless service providers maintain records of their wireless subscribers’ names and
addresses and the phune numbers of the wireless users associated with each subscriber’s account.

2. Service Order Between m-Qube and the Committee

The Committee intends to enter into a service order with m-Qube to enable the
Committee to receive contributions by text meésage. The terms of the service order will be
consistent with those approved by the Commission in Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-Qube):
The Committee must be registered “and in good standing” with the Commission and relevant

State authorities; the Committee may register only one short code; no mobile phone number may



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

AO 2012-26
Draft
Page 4
make contributions exceeding $50 per month to the Committee; and contributors must certify
their eligibility to make a contribution under the Act and Commission regulations. Because
common short codes are “country-specific,” only users who obtain service through U.S.-based
wireless service providers will be able to use a short code to complete an opt-in.

Also consistent with the Commission’s determination in Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-
Qube), m-Qube will require the Committee to use m-Qube’s factoring service. Factoring is a
financial transaetion in which ao entity (hera, the Committee) sells its accoents receivable to a
third party (kere, m-Quha) at a discount ia exchange for receiving a percentage (or “factor’’) af
its outpayment on an expedited basis.> m-Qube currently offers factoring as an optional service
in exchange for a fee to customers who wish to receive a portion of their outpayments more
quickly than the normal industry practice would allow and has stated that it will make factoring
mandatory for political committees. Additional information on m-Qube’s factoring practices
appears in Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-Qube).

m-Qube does not propose to identify any of the wireless users whose opt-ins it analyzes
as part of the factoring process or to transmit their names and addresses to the Committee,
consistent with its current practice for customers that are not political committees. m-Qube will,
however, provide the Committee with the ten-digit phane rumbar associateo with each
cantribution, as wetl as (1) the amonnt and date of the cohtribution, {2) cortfirmation thet the
contributor affirmatively consented to charge the contribution to his or her wireless bill, and (3)
confirmation that the contributor certified his or her eligibility to make a contribution under the

Act and Commission regulations.

3 An “outpayment” is the total amount that a recipient content provider is entitled to receive after all fees have been
deducted by the wireless servica providers and connection aggregators. A “factor” is e reduced percentage of the
outpayment,
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m-Qube will also give the Committee access to a running, real-time tally of the dollar
amount of contributions made via text message from each phone number and will configure its
gateway to inform the Committee if contributions from any one phone number equal or exceed
$200 in a calendar year. Once alerted, the Committee will collect the contributor’s identifying
information via text message by texting the contributor a web form to complete, or by other
legally permitted methods. The Committee will receive further contributions via text message
fraun that phone number pnly after it has obtained the contrfautor’s idertifying information. If
that infarmation i not provided by the cantributor, then the Committee will take steps to refund
any contribution over $200 and prevent that number from making additional contributions via
text mes;aging. Further, if the Committee receives information about a contributor indicating
that the contributor is a prohibited source, the Committee will take steps to refund the
contribution and block the number from texting any further contributions. The Committee will
take these steps based only on the information that m-Qube makes available to the Committee in
m-Qube’s ordinary course of business and without receiving any information from, or entering
into any contractual relationships with, wireless service providers.

3. Agreements Between Wireless Service Providers, m-Qube, and the Committee

After the Commiitee receives its short cotte und completes a service order with m-Qube,
m-Qube will work with the wireless service providers to gaim access to their networks to
communicate with mobile phone users. Even after CTIA has leased a short code to the
Committee, the wireless service providers may permit or prohibit any type of text message
program, and the wireless service providers mé.y establish the conditions or rules that govern the

manner in which a text message program may be operated.
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The Committee will have no direct contractual relationship with the wireless service
providers. Rather, m-Qube maintains its own éontractual relationships with the wireless service
providers, and any agreement between m-Qube and a wireless service provider would be an
amendment to the standing master agreement between m-Qube and the wireless service provider.
Due to trade secret concerns and antitrust regulations, the rates in these agreements are
confidential and are not disclosed, including to the Committee. The requestors also represent
that, aside frormn charitable programs whete.service is previded for free, wireless service
providers do not offer different rates for specific types of text message programs.

Questions Presented

1. As between m-Qube, the carriers and the Committee, does the Committee bear the
responsibility to determine its contributors’ eligibility, which it would do by adopting the
necessary safeguards? :

2. Ifthe Committec performs several of its own tasks and employs several of its own
safeguards regarding the $50 monthly limit on contributions; the recordkeeping
obligations for contributions that tally in excess of $200; and the limitation of one short
code per campaign: will the Committee have fulfilled all the responsibilities for
compliance under the Act without any additional action by any carrier or aggregator
other than those set forth in this request?

i. If any given carrier offering this service is not offering a discount on these
services as provided in the ordinary course of business to all customers, is
it correct that if m-Qube received a special discount from a carrier for
political committees, and passed that savings on to the Committee, that the
Commiittee could be seen as receiving an in-kind contribution, since the
discount was not “‘usual and normal?”’

ii. If any given carrier concludes that it could offer m-Qube a discount
consistent with its ordinary course business practices, and m-Qube passed
that savings on to the affected political committees, would the Committee
be safe in receiving those savings without being viewed as having
accepted an in-kind corporate contribution?
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b. Please confirm the Treasurer will not be receiving an impermissible “in-kind”
contribution from the carriers when the carriers follow their normul business
practiees with respect to ailministering premium SMS programs, and that if any
chaunges are made it is becowse normal practices are not relevaut to, or are
impructicable far, political committees.

4. Can the Committee avoid receiving an “in-kind” contribution if it or any other political
commiittee is subjected to eligibility requirements established by the aggregators and the
wireless carriers for determining whether a committee may participate in a text
messaging contribution campaign?

5. Please corifirm that nothing in Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-Qube) prevents treasurers
from being subject to the methods wireless service providers normally process payments
to counection aggregators.

Legal Analysis and Conclusions

1. As between m-Qube, the carriers and the Committee, does the Committee bear the
responsibility to determine its contributors’ eligibility, which it would do by adopting the
necessary safeguards?

2. Ifthe Committee performs several of its own tasks and employs several of its own
safeguards regarding the $50 monthly limit on contributions; the recordkeeping
obligations for contributions that tally in excess of $200; and the limitation of one short
code par campaign: will the Committee have fulfilled all the responsihilities for
compliance under the Act without any additional actian by any carrier or aggregator
other than those set forth in this request?

Yes, the Committee is responsible for determining the eligibility of its contributors. The
Committee will satisfy its responsibilities under the Act by employing the safeguards described
below.

The Act and Commission regulatiana impose cectain requirements on treasurers of
political committees. A treasurer of a political committee “must keep an account of (1) all
contributions received by or on behalf of such political committee; (2) the name and address of
any person who makes any contribution in excess of $50, together with the date and amount of

such contribution by any person; [and] (3) the identification of any person who makes a

contribution or contributions aggregating more than $200 during a calendar year, together with
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the date and amount of any such contribution.” 2 U.S.C. 432(c)(1)-(3); see also 11 CFR
110.4(c). Commission regulations also state that “[t]he treasurer shall be responsible for
examining all contributions received for evidence of illegality and for ascertaining whether
contributions received, when aggregated with other contributions from the same contributor,
exceed the [Act’s] contribution limitations.” 11 CFR 103.3(b).

In Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-Qube), the Commission approved a proposal very
similar to tite one proposett herc.* As in that advisory opinion, the requestors propose to enter
into a serviee order that will require: (1) thé Committee to register only one short cade; (2) a
monthly limit of $50 for contributions to the Committee from any single mobile phone number;’
(3) contributors to certify their eligibility to make a contribution under the Act and Commission
regulations; (4) the Committee to have real time access to m-Qube’s running tally of
contributions made from mobile phone nux;lbers; and (5) the Committee to use m-Qube’s
factoring services. In addition, only wireless users who obtain service through U.S.-based
wireless service providers will be able to complete an opt-in. The Committee will take
additional steps to comply with the Act’s reporting and recordkeeping provisions if the
Cormnittee receives information that a conﬁ‘ibutor has made contributions aggregating in excess

of $200 in a calendar year.® Under this proposal: the ra-Qube gateway will alert the Committee

4 Because no political committee was a party to that request, the Commission did not comment as to political
committees’ recordkeeping and reperting requirenients.

5 As explained further in the text, the $50 monthly limit on contributions ensures that the requirement in 2 U.S.C.
432(b) and 11 CFR 102.8(a) to forward to the Committee the contributor’s name and address and the date of receipt
of the contribution will not be triggered.

¢ m-Qube’s agreement witit the Committee will include all of the terms discussed in Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-
Qube). The Committee will thus also be required to refund to m-Qube any factored contributions that it receives in
excess of the amounts later received by mn-Qube fiom wireless service peoviders, to post deposits to guard against
such overpayments, or to have any overpayments offset against futme factored payments. See Advisory Opinion
2012-17 (m-Qube).
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when the value of contributions made from any one mobile phone number meets or exceeds
$200, which will prompt the political committee to collect the information necessary to identify
the contributor before accepting additional contributions. The Commission determines that all of
these safeguards, taken together, will enable the Committee to satisfy its requirements under the
Act and Commission regulations.’

As compared to political committees, the Act and Commission regulations impose
comparatively fewer obligations on persons whd receive and forward politieal cantributiahs.
Compare 2 U.S.C. 432(b) (requiring persons who receive eautributions for politieal eommittees
to farward the contributions to the palitical committees’ treasurers within either ten or 30 days)
with 2 U.S.C. 432(c) (recordkeeping requirements) and 2 U.S.C. 433 (filing requirements) and
2 U.S.C. 434(a)-(b) (reporting requirements). See also Advisory Opinion 2009-32 (Jorgensen)
(“Contributions from foreign nationals, corporations, labor organizations, and [F]ederal
contractors are prohibited. The political committee, not the vendor, is responsible for
determining the legality of contributions.”) (emphasis added).?

Although persons who receive and forward contributions in excess of $50 to political
committees must alsc forward the contributors’ names, addresses, and other identifying
information, 2 U.S.C. 432(b); 11 CFR 102.8(a), (b), none of the contcibutions under the propesal
here will exceed $50. The Commissian determined in Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-Qube) that

on these facts, contrihutions will be made wheh the user completes an opt-in. Because of the $50

7 This oonclusion does not relieve the Committee of the obligation to return or refund any contributions that it
receives if it subsequently learns that they came from a prohibited source. See generally 11 CFR 103.3(b),

110.20(a)(4), (g)-

8 Similarly, in Advisory Opinion 1978-68 (Seith for Senate), the Commission premised its conclusion that
contributions by credit card were permissible on the “assum[ption] that the credit card issuers (BankAmericard and
Master Charge) will follow thair usual and normal collection procedures with respect to obtaining payment from
persaus wha used their credit cards ta make political contributions to the Committee.” Jd.
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monthly cap, no single opt-in will exceed $50. Therefore, the obligation under 2 U.S.C.
432(b)(1)-(2) to forward the contributors’ names, addresses, and other identifying information to
the Committee will not be triggered. The Committee, however, will be able to satisfy its
obligations under 2 U.S.C. 432(c)(3) regarding persons who will make a contribution
aggregating more than $200 during a calendar year.

Accordingly, for the reasons stated above, the Committee will have fulfilled the
responsibilities for compliance under the Act and Cominission regulations.

3.

i. Ifany given carrier offering this service is not offering a discount on these
services as provided in the ordinary course of business to all customers, is
it correct that if m-Qube received a special discount from a carrier for
political committees, and passed that savings on to the Committee, that the
Committee cowid be seen as receiving an in-kind contribution, since the
discount was not “usual and normal?”’

ii. Ifany given carrier concludes hat it could offer m-Qube a discount
consistent with its ordinary caurse business practices, and m-Qube passed
that savings on to the affected political committees, would the Committee
be safe in receiving those savings without being viewed as having
accepted an in-kind corporate contribution?

The Act and Commission regulations prohibit corporations from making a contribution in
connection with a Federal election. See 2 U.S.C. 441b(a); 11 CFR 114.2(b)(1). A contribution
includes “any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of money or anything of value made
by any person for the purpose of influencing any election for Federal office.” 2 U.S.C.
431(8)(A)(i); 11 CFR 100.52(a); see also 2 U.S.C. 441b(b)(2); 11 CFR 114.2(b)(1). “Anything
of value includes all in-kind contributions,” including the provision of goods or services without

charge or at a charge that is less than the usual and normal charge. See 11 CFR 100.52(d)(1).

“Usual and normal charge” is defined as the price of goods in the market from which they
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ordinarily would have been purchased at the time of the contribution, or the commercially
reasonable rate prevailing at the time the services were rendered. See 11 CFR 100.52(d)(2).

The requestors represent that wireless service providers base their text message program
rates on commercial considerations, such as volume of messages, refund rates, customer
satisfaction, and technical level of effort. As a general matter, the requestors state that, aside
from charitable programs where services are provided for free, wireless serviee providers do not
differentiate their rates among text niessage progmms. The requestars, however, also represent
that m-Qube may attempt to negotiaie spacial fates for its political committee program when it
amends its master agreements with wireless service providers, and to pass any savings on to the
Committee.

The Commission has previously determined that a political committee’s “purchase of
goods or services at a discount does not result m a contribution if the discounted or
complimentary goods were available to others on equal terms or as part of a pre-existing
business relationship.” Advisory Opinion 1994-10 (Franklin National Bank); see also Advisory
Opinion 2006-01 (PAC for a Change) (approving a bulk purchase of books at a discount because
“the iterns [were] made available in the ordinafy course of business and cn the same terms and
comlitious offered to the vendar’s other customere that are not palitical comunittees”). The
Commisasion has also found, however, that a corporation may not provide a discount to a political
committee “where a political committee [is] accorded preferential treatment different from other
customers, or the treatment [is] outside of a business relationship.” Advisory Opinion 1994-10
(Franklin National Bank) (emphasis added); see also Advisory Opinion 1991-23 (Retail
Druggists) (corporation may not provide a car for a political committee to use as a raffle price

because doing so would violate 2 U.S.C. 441b).
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M-Qube, therefore, may pass on discounts that it negotiates with wireless service
providers to the Committee as part of m-Qube’s plan for all committees on an “equal, non-
partisan basis” without the amount of discounts constituting corporate in-kind contributions to
the Committee if: (1) m-Qube receives discounts from wireless service providers for their
services in processing contributions by text message that are consistent with the discounts that
m-Qube receives from wireless service providers in connection with similar services rendered to
customers that are not political committees; or (2) the discounts othawise reflect coonmercial
considerations, such as valuma of messages, refiind rates, customer satisfaction, and technical
level of effort, and do net reflect considerations “outside of a business relationship.”’

b. Please confirm the Treasurer will not be receiving an impermissible “in-kind’-
contribution from the carriers when the carriers follow their normal business
practices with respect to administering premium SMS programs, and that if any
changes are made it is because normal practices are not relevant to, or are
impracticable for, political committees.

As discussed above, the definition of contribution includes “any gift . . . of . . . anything
of value made by any person for the purpose of influencing any election for Federal office.”
2 U.S.C. 431(8)(A)(i); 11 CFR 100.52(a); see also 2 U.S.C. 441b(b)(2); 11 CFR 114.2(b)(1).
“Anything of value includes all in-kind contributiens.” 11 CFR 100.52(d)(1).

The requestors represent that CTIA aad the wireless service providers adhere to routine
business practices when adminiatering text message programs. Before leasing a short code,
CTIA vets content providers. It does this by reviewing publicly available incorporation

documents, contacting the content provider’s corporate leadership by phone and email, and

searching for any adverse regulatory actions or litigation history. Wireless service providers also

% In reaching this aonclusion, the Commission ussumes thnt m-Qube’s normnal comumercial practice is ip pass
negotiated discounts to its customers that are not political committees or that passing on such a discount reflects
commercial considerations and not considerations “outside of a business relationship.”
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engage in a diligence review of content providers before entering into agreements with
aggregators that represent the content providers. Furthermore, CTIA maintains industry best
practice standards to protect consumers from deceptive marketing, and, upon the implementation
of a text message program, CTIA moﬁitors compliance with these standards.

While the requestors expect CTIA and wireless service providers to conform to these
normal business practiees in connection with the Committee’s text message program, the
reqncstofs alsa note that the Commiittee is &ifferent from content providets with whieh CTIA and
the wireless serviee providers have previously done business. Specifically, the Committee is
regulated under the Act and Commission regulations, and public documents pertaining to the
Committee may facilitate the vetting process. The requestors expect, therefore, that CTIA and
the wirel.ess service providers may tailor th.eir business practices accordingly. CTIA and the
wireless service providers may, for example, search the Commission’s website for available
information on the Committee and contact the Committee’s treasurer, rather than directly
contacting Representative Cooper.

'fhe Commission concludes that the;, Committee would not receive a “gift. .. of ...
anything of .value” from CTIA and wireless service providers that engage in these business
practices whan reviewing and administering the Committee’s text message pregram. Nor would
the Cemmittee receive a “gift . . . of . . . anything of valae” fram CTIA and wireless service
providefs that use publicly available anrﬁaﬁon about the Committee to vet the Committee
before issuing a short code or approving the Committee’s proposal.

Accordingly, the Committee will not receive an impermissible in-kind contribution when
CTIA or the wireless service providers apply their normal business practices in their

administration of the Committee’s text message program.
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4. Can the Committee avoid receiving an “in-kind” contribution if it or any other political
committee is subjected to eligibility requirements established by the aggregators and the
wireless carriers for determining whether a cominittee may participate in a text
messaging contrilnition campaign?

Yes, the Committee can avoid receiving an in-kind contribution if it and other political
committees are subjected to eligibility requirements established by aggregators and wireless
service providers for determining whether a political committee may participate in a text
messaging contribution campaign. This answer is not altored if the application of those
requirements results in the Commnittee being able to receive contributions via text message ard
other political committees not being able to do so, so long as the requirements are based on
commercial, rather than political, considerations.

The Commission has recognized that a vendor may establish and apply eligibility criteria
to political committees in order to protect the commercial viability of the vendor’s program.
In Advisory Opinion 2006-34 (Working Assets), for example, the Commission approved an
affinity program that a corporate vendor proposed to make available to any political party
committee and nonconnected committee that asked to participate, “without regard to party
affiliation or ideological orientation, ‘but subject to each particular program’s commercial
viability, deterrhined by comraon commercial principles,’ including, for example, size of
membership and henrce ntnrber af potential customers, patential for long-tarm enstomer
commitinent, strength of trademark, and credit rating of membership.” Further, in finding the
program to be commercially reasonable, the Commission “assume[d] that the commercial

viability of the vendor’s relationship with each political committee would stand or fall on its

own,” and thus that the vendor “would not depend on profitability from its relationship with
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other [non-political committee] clients to sustain the arrangement with a particular [political]
committee sponsor.” Id. (emphasis added).

Accordingly, the. Committee may receive contributions by text message without also
receiving an in-kind contribution, even if some other political committees are ineligible to raise
funds via text messages under eligibility criteria established by aggregators and wir_eless service
providers, so long as the criteria are based on comsnercial, rather than politital, considerations.

5. Please confirm that nothing in Advisory Opinion 2012-17(m-Qube) prevents treasurers

Jrom being subject to the methods wireless service providers normally process payments

to cannection aggregatars.

In Advisory Opinion 2012-17 (m-Qube) the Commission approved m-Qube’s proposal to
process contributions by text message for political committees. To the extent the proposal here
is “indistinguishable in all its material aspects,” 2 U.S.C. 437f(c), from that proposal, the
Committee’s treasurer may rely upon it when accepting contributions by text message. See also
Advisory Opinion 1978-68 (Seith for Senate), supra n.7. To the extent the proposal here differs,
none of those changes affects the permissibility of m-Qube’s planned payment arrangements
with the wireless service providers.

This response constitutes an advisoi'y opinion concerning the application of the Act and
Commission regutations to the specific transaction or activity set forth in your request. See
2 U.S.C. 437f. The Commission emphasizes that, if there is a change in any of the facts or
assumptions presented, and such facts or assumptions are material tc a conclusion presented in
this advisory opinion, then the requestor mé,y not rely on that conclusion as support for its
proposed activity. Any person involved in any specific transaction or activity which is

indistinguishable in all its material aspects from the transaction or activity with respect to which

this advisory opinion is rendered may rely on this advisory opinion. See 2 U.S.C. 437f(c)(1)(B).



A0 2012-26

Draft

Page 16

Please note that the analysis or conclusions in this advisory opinion may be affected by
subsequent developments in the law, including, but not limited to, statutes, regulations, advisory
opinions, and case law. The cited advisory opinions are available on the Commission’s website,

www.fec.gov, or directly from the Commission’s Advisory Opinion searchable database at

http://www.fec.gov/searchao.

On behalf of the Commission,

Caroline C. Hunter
Chair



